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DECISION 



In a decision mailed by this Office on 19 January 2006, applicants' petition under 37 
CFR 1. 47(a) for acceptance of the application without the signature of co-applicant Stefan 
SKRYPSKI-MANTELE was dismissed without prejudice for failure to satisfy the requirements 
of a grantable petition. 

On 23 August 2006, this Office received an unsigned facsimile communication from 
above-named counsel, accompanied by a copy of, among other materials, a declaration executed 
by the previously non-signing inventor Stefan SKRYPSKI-MANTELE.^ The 23 August 2006 
submission implies that the accompanying declaration was originally filed in the USPTO on 18 
August 2006, but a grantable petition to confirm the 18 August 2006 filing has not been 
submitted, and the application file does not contain any copy of this declaration other than that 
submitted by facsimile on 23 August 2006. 

The decision mailed on 19 January 2006 provided a two-month response period. 
Pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a), this period was extendable for up to five additional months, that is, 
until 21 August 2006 (19 August 2006 was a Friday). As discussed above, the only response to 
the previous decision contained in the application file is the 23 August 2006 facsimile. 

Based on the above, the present application is ABANDONED for failure to file a timely, 
response to the decision mailed 19 January 2006. 

If applicants seek withdrawal of the holding of abandonment, a grantable petition 
confirming the 18 August 2006 filing of the declaration executed by previously non-signing 



' It is noted that an agent from a different law firm than that listed above executed the transmittal letter 
accompanying the declaration, and the correspondence address indicated in the declaration is for such law firm, not 
the above-listed correspondence address of record. 
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inventor Stefan SKRYPSKI-MANTELE must be promptly submitted, accompanied by payment 
of the five-month extension fee required to make the 18 August 2006 submission a timely 
response to the 19 January 2006 decision. 

In the alternative, if a grantable petition to confirm the 18 August 2006 filing of the 
executed declaration cannot be submitted (i.e., if such declaration was not timely filed), then 
applicants might consider filing a petition for revival of the application under 37 CFR 1.137(b). 

Please direct further correspondence with respect to this matter to Mail Stop PCT, 
Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450, with the contents 
of the letter marked to the attention of the Office of PCT Legal Administration. 
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